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pluck the "baneful weed of super- 
stition" from my mind. " Do not 
disturb your mind with other hopes 
and fear!; than reason may suggest ; 
if you are pleased with prognostics 
of good, you will be terrified like- 
wise with tokens of evil, and your 
whole life will be a prey to super- 
stition. 3 ' ***** 



To the Proprietors of the Belfast Magazine, 

I FEAR that you and your readers 
are nearly satiated with discus- 
sions on the late synodical transac- 
tions. These discussions, however, 
will be attended with some effects 
highlv beneficial. They will rouse 
the Presbyterian laity from their 
present apathy about the interests of 
their church, and be an additional 
motive to the members of Synod to 
conduct themselves in that assembly 
on the strictest principles of personal 
integrity, religious liberality, and 
political independence; knowingthat 
they are not acting in a corner, as 
heretofore, but that the eyes of the 
public are upon them. 

A very incorrect account of the, 
late Synodical proceedings was given 
in your August Magazine, by a 
gentleman who calls himself " An 
Observer," but who, if I mistake 
oot, was in reality both an actor and 
a sufferer in the scene which he nar- 
rates ; and in your Number for De- 
cember, he has again made his ap- 
pearance in your columns. Most 
of Observer's errors have bern ex- 
posed by two correspondents in your 
October publication. I will confine 
myself to a few points which these 
gentlemen have overlooked, or but 
slightly commented on. The first 
point that meets us, is that of Syno- 
dical independence. 

A writer in your Magazine for July 
had said, that at the last meeting of 
Synod, the independence of that 



body was rescued from the gripe of 
a/em, who had been the dominant 
faction for fifteen years before. Ob- 
server is very angry with him for 
saying so ; and sturdily asserts, that 
the Synod had always acted an inde- 
pendent part. To this hardy asser- 
tion, your October correspondent, 
" An Actor," has given an irrefra- 
gable reply. He has stated facts, 
which Observer in his subsequent 
letter does not even attempt to re- 
but, farther than by sullenly declar- 
ing, that he is of the same opinion 
still. To Actor's remarks on the sub- 
ject I refer. I have little to add to 
them in the way of argument. la 
truth, it is notorious, that for a long 
time subsequent to the year 1798, 
a few members of Synod did exer- 
cise over their brethren, not the per- 
suasive influence of eloquence,which 
Observer affects to suppose was the 
influence alluded to, out the undue 
browbeating influence of political in- 
timidation. One gentleman in par- 
ticular, turning the times to his own 
advantage, had the address to pass 
himself on Government as possessing 
the confidence of the Synod ; and 
on the Synod as possessing the con- 
fidence of Government ; and thus, 
by a reciprocal delusion, by the ac- 
tion and re action of two infringing 
misconceptions, raised himself into 
factious importance. By allusions 
to things personal, by shrugs and 
frowns, and dark inuehdoes, he aw* 
ed the timid into his train, and kept 
even the bold at bay. In those days 
the solemn movement of " the Doc- 
tor's" head was fraught with myste- 
rious meaning; every " hear, hear" 
from him, had weight ; and one of 
his disapproving "«»,o«i'j" was an 
argument not easily withstood. I 
atn sensible of the many services 
which Dr. Black has rendered to the 
Synod ; I know his talents and his 
energy, and 1 know the influence 
which these qualities will always 
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command ip>a public assembly,: but 
still I do think that his portion of 
these qualities would never of itself 
have raised him to the high ascen- 
dancy he acquired. In our ecclesi- 
astical panorama, he formed a figure 
prominent beyond all proportion. 
Look into the minutes of our proceed- 
ings during the period in question, 
and his name will strike your eye in 
every page, in almost every para- 
graph. You will find him so repeat- 
edly recorded, as the bearer of ad- 
dresses, the maker of motions, or the 
receiver of thanks, that the Synod 
will sink insensibly from view, and 
Dr. Black will seem to be all in all. 
In the course of seven years, he re- 
ceived on six different occasions the 
forma) thanks of the house. Had the 
Synod gone on much longer at this 
raft, a vote of hearty thanks to the Rev. 
Gentleman, would have become a 
pan of their stated routine of busi- 
ness, and " Dr- Black thanked from 
the chair"- Would have been as much 
a thing of course, and been as regu- 
larly recorded in the first page of 
their minutes, as "Mr. Gumming 
continued clerk." In truth Synodi- 
cal votes of thanks were for some 
time so profusely bestowed, that they 
had almost ceased to be an hono- 
rable distinction ; and the persons 
who received them, were in danger 
of being ranked among the Duke of 
Rutland's Knights. 

The political fermentation which 
raised Dr. Black to the very surface of 
the Synod, gradually abated; and this 
gentleman would long since have 
sunk to his proper level, which is 
certainly not a low one, had not the 
Operation of his specific gravity been 
partially counteracted, by another 
adventitious principle of buoyancy. 

I allude to the pecuniary accom- 
modation which hisagehcy for Regium 
Donum enables hi nitoailbrd to his bre- 
thren. The quantum of influence 
derived from this source cannot be 



easily ascertained, For . the credit 
of the clerical body, I hope it is not 
so considerable as some persons as* 
sert. I know that bounty Has often 
been advanced to individuals long 
before the time of general distribu- 
tion ; but I know also that rnanv of 
those to whom it has occasionally 
been thus advanced, are men of un- 
bending integrity, who would never 
barter public duty for private accom- 
modation. It is saiil, however, that 
there are ministers who are very fre- 
quently paid in advance, and who 
happen by some fatality or other, to 
vote invariably with Dr. Black; 

On this delicate subject I do not 
wish to dilate. They who know the 
weakness of human nature, and bow 
often even men of upright intentions 
are occasionally warped by their in- 
terest, will form their own opinions 
with respect to it. Certain it is, that 
Dr. Black himself has some reliance 
on this source of influence ; for of. 
tener than once, when persons to 
whom he had formerly afforded pe- 
cuniary accommodation, had oppos- 
ed his measures in Synod, he has 
not scrupled openly to reproach them 
with ingratitude. A memorable in- 
stance of this generous conduct, was 
exhibited duriug the debate, imme- 
diately previous to Mr, Cumming's 
election to the clerkship. Let me 
not * be misunderstood. I do not 
blame Dr. Black for accommodating 
his friends; I give him credit for 
doing so. It would be bard indeed 
if his hands were so tied up, that he 
could, not help a brother. But I do 
blame him for converting a mere 
money-bill into a draught on con- 
science ; and attempting to make 
acts of private benefit a source of 
Synodical influence. 

Observer charges Mr. Porter with 
a violation pf order in his mode of 
bringing forward the affair relative 
to Dr. Dickson. Let us examine this 
point. The invariable order of Sjv 
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nodical procedure is to begin by 
reading over the minutes of the last 
meeting. The moment each motion 
or resolution is read, it becomes sub- 
ject to renewed discussion, and is 
either confirmed or rescinded, before 
the clerk goes on to read the next. 
In the minute of Dr. Dickson's busi- 
ness, the first resolution that occurs 
is the absurd explanation of the 
word " implicated ;" the second is a 
general declaration that Dr. Dick- 
son's Narrative contains a number of 
gross mistatements; the substance 
of the third is a call on that gentle- 
man to'express contrition ; the fourth 
is the motion for his degradation, 
which had been .postponed, to allow 
him an opportunity of retracting his 
mistaternents; and the fifth is the 
vote of thanks to Dr. Black. Con- 
formably to uniform usage, Mr. Por- 
ter proposed to re-consider these reso- 
lutions in the order in which they 
stand, and in which they had been 
passed. In defiance of all precedent, 
Dr. Black and Mr. Thompson were 
for bouncing over the three first re- 
solutions, and commencing with the 
fourth. They insisted that Dr. 
Dickson should, in the first instance, 
be called on for his retraction ; and 
either degraded or not, as it should 
be deemed satisfactory or otherwise. 
Mr. Porter and the gentlemen who 
acted with him.thoughtthat the house 
might be full as competent to judge 
of the sufficiency or insufficiency of 
Dr. Dickson's retraction, after they 
had agreed on the things which he 
ought to retract. They pledged 
themselves to shew that many of the 
charges against Dr. Dickson were 
totally groundless, and putting re- 
traction out of the question, they in- 
sinuated that it would be necessary 
to ascertain the degree of that gen- 
tleman's delinquency, before the 
quantum of bis punishment could 
equitably be determined. Dr. Black 
maintained that his quantum of pun- 



ishment should in the first instance 
be awarded, and that the degree of 
his delinquency could afterwards be 
discussed at leisure. Mr. Porter and 
his coadjutors wished the Synod to 
re-consider the verdict, which, in the 
capacity of jurors, they had former- 
ly delivered, before they proceeded 
to pass sentence in the capacity of 
judges. Dr. Black contended that 
the verdict against Dr. Dickson was 
as immutable as the decrees of the 
Medes and Persians ; but he merci- 
fully admitted that if gentlemen had 
any thing to offer in favour of the 
culprit, they would be allowed to 
urge it in mitigation of punish- 
ment. 

These are the grounds on which 
Dr. Black and Mr. Thompson wran- 
gled, for it was impossible to reason 
on them for hours and hours in suc- 
cession ; and this obstinate persever- 
ance in palpable absurdity, Observer 
modestly terms " an anxiety to main- 
tain order." 

What was the intention of Dr. 
Black's plan of procedure, I will 
not take on me to say ; but 1 do say 
that it was calculated to evade a re- 
gular and separate decision on his 
several charges against Dr. Dickson ; 
aud by jumbling together a variety 
of intricate points, to create a per- 
plexity and confusion, which would 
have bewildered any common under- 
standing. But the grand advantage 
of the plan would have been this : 
had the discussion commenced by 
calling on Dr. Dickson for his retrac- 
tions, his opponents would have had 
an opportunity of introducing the 
pamphlet published by him under 
that title, during the recess of Sy- 
nod. Dr. DJack would have risen 
with the pamphlet in his hand, and 
said ''Moderator, fiere are his retrac- 
tions." We all know the Doctor's 
talent in finding out offensive pas- 
sages; and perhaps a minute dissec- 
tion of this work would have furnish- 
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ed him with materials for raising an- 
other storm of reverend indignation, 
which would have swept every thing 
before it. The odium excited by a 
second eloquent and impressive ha- 
rangue on ex post facto offences, 
might have materially influenced the 
judgment of the court, on the origi- 
nal indictment. This was undoubt- 
edly the great object of the manoeu- 
vre. For the first two or three days 
of the Synod's session, Dr. Black 
regularly carried in his hand to 
the meeting-house, a bundle of books 
tied up in a schoof boy's strap. 
Dr. Dickson's blue pamphlet was 
rendered conspicuous among the 
others, by many projecting paper 
marks. But alas ! the best concert- 
ed plans are not always successful. 
The Synod could not be induced to 
violate at once both order and com- 
niori-sense ; and the poor disap- 
pointed Doctor was obliged to return 
home without having once unbuck- 
led his budget. 

Observer denies, that it was com- 
passion for the fallen great, which 
influenced the Synod to adopt the 
previous question on Mr. Porter's 
seventh motion ; and maintains that 
Mr. Thompson and Dr. Black's ac- 
count of the transaction which gave 
pse to it, was not shown to be un- 
true. The case was this : At the 
meeting in 1812, Mr Thompson and 
Dr. Black preferred a charge against 
Dr. Dickson, ot having in his " Nar- 
rative" greatly misrepresented a dis- 
cussion on a very painful subject 
which took place in Synod thirteen 
years before, of which discussion 
they themselves gave an account, in 
opposition to Dr. Dickson's This 
counter statement they afterwards 
published, and jointly pledged them- 
selves for its truth.* Mr. Porter's 



* It should be noted that these gentle- 
men were eye-witnesses and ear-witnesses 
pf the transaction which they narrate, and 
indeed bore a very conspicuous share in it. 



seventh motion was, tbat the charge 
of misrepresentation which these gen- 
tlemen had thus preferred against 
Dr. Dickson had not been substan- 
tiated. In the debate which ensued 
the two contradictory statements 
were very minutely canvassed ; ; 
and it was proved by the testimony 
of a cloud of witnesses, ministers ©f 
the first respectability, that the joint 
statement of Mr. Thompson and Dr. 
Black was, in several important 
points, grossly erroneous. I refrain 
from mentioning particulars ; but I 
am mistaken if some parts of this 
discussion did not make a deep im- 
pression on these gentlemen's feel- 
ings, and one which will operate be- 
neficially on their conduct to the last 
day of their lives. Should they un- 
dertake, on any future occasion, to 
expose an alleged infringement of 
veracity, I am persuaded they will 
conform strictly to Hotspur's pre- 
scription to Glendower for shaming a 
more *' flagrant violator both of truth 
and decency," than I hope they will 
ever come in contact with. 

Overwhelming, however, as the 
testimony opposed to them was, they 
did not derogate from their dignity 
by any' admission of mistake. It 
occurred to them perhaps that any 
man may have the misfortune to err, 
but tbat the fault must be his own, if 
he acknowledge that he has done so. 
Be that as it may, such was the im- 
pression evidently made by.the things 
which came out in the course of the 
discussion, that the adherents of MtV 
Thompson and Dr. Black did aot 
dare to meet the original motion. 
They skulked from a decision on 
the merits of the case, and sought a 
shameful shelter for their leaders un- 
der cover of the previous question. 
So conscious was Dr. Black that tbw 
question was intended and calcolal- 
to shield him from persoual humilia- 
tion, that when his name was called 
on it, he arose and declared candid* 
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Ty, that as he dm particularly inter- 
ested in the result, delicacy restrain- 
ed him from voting. 

How Mr. Thompson acted on this 
occasion, I do not with certainty re- 
collect. I believe he voted for the 
the previous question ; I am sure he 
did not vote against it. In my mi nd, 
however, not only delicacy, but com- 
mon decency, and regard to their 
own characters, imperiously called 
on both these gentlemen to act in a 
*ery different manner. Why did 
they not, (and I ask the question 
with all the emphasis in my power,) 
why did they not vote against the 
previous question, and call loudly on 
their numerous and well-known ad- 
herents to do the same ? Their his- 
torical fidelity was openly and un- 
disguisedly impeached. They were 
heard folly in their defence. Their 
accusers challenged them to abide 
the solemn decision of our supreme 
ecclesiastical tribunal; and — they did 
net accept the challenge. " This is 
their condemnation. He ttaVt doeth 
truth, cometh to the light, that his 
deed* may be mads manifest. But 
every one that doetb evil.bateth the 
light; neither cometh to the 'igbt 
lest his deeds should be reproved." 
Tfae partisans of Mr. Thompson and 
Br. Black', to » man, supported the 
previous question. The associates 
of Mr. Porter, to a man, voted in op- 
position to the previous question, and 
enured a protest against it. Look 
to the signatures affixed to this* pro- 
tect. The names of Mr. Porter, and 
Mr. Montgomery, the nwver and 
seconder ec tne«riginai motion, stand 
sit the top, of Ah* list, and are follow- 
ed by Uiosaoftheir prinoipal coad- 
jutor*. This single fact speaks vo- 
(utnesy and -decides the question at is- 
sue ;b«tvteeri Obterver and me. A«- 
QOidtng to that ingenious gentleman, 
tfaspreViaoa question, was moved and 
supported l>y the paiily, whose cause 



and whose character, it was evident- 
ly calculated to injure : it was op- 
posed, and strenuously opposed, by 
the party whose cause it was cal- 
culated to benefit. 

But Observer, with all his clever- 
ness, will hardly persuade any man 
of common sense, that if Mr. Thom- 
son and Dr. Black had entertained 
a hope of being able to establish 
their disputed claim to accuracy 
of recollection, by putting a negative 
on the original motion, they would 
ever have stooped to the stale and 
disreputable expedient of moving 
the previous question. For as these 
gentlemen are the acknowledged 
leaders of their party, I must apply 
to them the maxim, " qui facit per 
aliom, facit parse". By adopting this 
expedient, they demonstrated their 
anxiety to evade a decision on the 
main point, namely, whether they 
or Dr. Dickson had been guilty of 
a gross violation of truth and dectn- 
cy. 

Observer asserts that those who 
voted for" the previous question, 
would have .opposed the original 
motion, and of course that the lat- 
ter could not have been carried. But 
here the reply rolls back on him like 
a mill-stone : Why then did the par- 
ty adverse to the original motion in- 
sist on the previous question being 
ptjt ? The reason is plain. He that 
runs may read it. The movers of 
this question knew right well, that 
there were several members of Sy- 
nod, who, if compelled to give their 
votes on the original motion, would 
give them conscientiously, but who, 
From indecision of character, or from 
the intimacies of private life, would 
gladly be relieved from concurring 
in a decision which must have been 
so mortifying to the feelings of two 
agea* ministers. By the votes of a 
few moderate men of this description, 
the previous .question was carried, 
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the right of free discussion infring- 
ed, and substantial justice sacrificed 
to the feelings of individuals. 

Observer represents the repeal 
of the minute of 1812, relative 
to Dr. Dickson, as Mr. Porter's 
" main object," and asserts that the 
various resolutions actually brought 
forward by that gentleman must be 
deemed comparatively unimportant; 
and merely preparatory to this mo- 
tion of repeal with which he signi- 
fied bis intention of concluding. In 
support of this assertion, your corres- 
pondent quotes very faithfully the 
words of the minute of 1813. "On 
reading the minute of last year re- 
specting Dr. Dickson, Mr. Porter sig- 
nified his intention of moving that 
the entire minute shall be rescinded ; 
but in order to come to his purpose 
•with more effect, he intended to move 
separately on certain points pending 
between Dr, Dickson and the Syr 
nod." All this is very plausible; 
but hear the other side of the ques- 
tion. I admit that the form of the 
minute is favourable to Observers 
construction ; but this minute was 
drawn up by the clerk, from the ge- 
neral tenor of Mr. Porter's prefato- 
ry address, and not from bis exact 
words. Particularly the expression, 
*' but in order to come to his purpose 
with more effect," he did nut use; 
though he acquiesced iu it when used 
by Mr. Cumming, not thinking it a 
matter of any consequence. lie 
certainly mentioned bis intention of 
concluding with a motion of reci- 
sion ; but. he did not say a word 
which could lead any one to suppose 
that thjs was his "main object." 
His main objects were, to do justice 
to an injured man, and to induce the 
Synod to withdraw from Dr. Black's 
publication the sanction which they 
had inconsiderately bestowed. These 
objects be accomplished. And of 
what' practical utility would have 
been the. express repeal of the m' 
nute ' of 1812? Was not this repeal 

BELFAST MAC, NO. IXYIIt. 



a matter of mere fori* ? Would it 
have made the slightest difference 
in fact? Suppose it carried — would 
not the points at. issue, have stood, 
in that case, precisely as they .do 
now ? The points at issue, were. all 
separately decided on ; and would, 
these decisions have been effected in 
any way whatever by the express 
repeal of the former minute ? It is 
plain they would not. Observer 
must think Mr. Porter a stiff utickier 
for forms, or he would never have 
represented him as making that his 
" main object," the accomplish- 
ment or hoa-accoinplishtnent of 
which could have had no practical 
influence on the result of his piw« 
ceedings. The record of these pro- 
ceedings would, no doubt, have read 
better, if the motion of which inti- 
mation was given in the outset, had 
been subsequently made. As the 
motion stands, it is certainly defec- 
tive in form, and of this Mr. Porter 
was perfectly aware. Observer, af- 
ter stating that the grand motion was 
" to rescind the minute of 1812," 
adds, " but strange to -toji,. we 
heard no more of this motion, tha« 
the notice which .Mr. Porter thought 
proper to give, in the first instance. 
It certainly puts a man in a very 
awkward situation, to give notice of 
a motion, and afterwards- not. bring 
it forward, nor assign any reason for 
not doing so." This is indeed a va- 
ry awkward situation j but it is wily 
by. the W)seiti<M» «f a falsehood, that 
Observer-has represented. Mr, Por- 
ter as placed iu it.. He says, tb«t 
the house hear<jjno more of that gen- 
tleman's intended motion, than the 
notice .which tie gave of it in the; 
first instance » and that be assigned 
no reason for not bringing it for- 
ward. , These are bis assertions. 
Now hear the facts; and for the 
truth of what 1 am about to state, 
I appeal to Dc. Black. 

On Friday evening when all bis 

a a 
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main motions bad been decided on, 
Mr. Porter declared his intention of 
moving, as he bad previously inti- 
mated, that the whole minute of 
1812 should be rescinded. Or. Black 
addressed him across the alley of the 
house,- and expressed a hope, that 
a» the discussion had already occu- 
pied so much of the Synod's time, 
this motion would not be urged : ap- 
pealing to him, whether that minute 
was not in fact rescinded by the re- 
solutions just passed. Now, I ask 
Observer, whether this remark was 
not perfectly true i 

Is not the minute in question re? 
polled, to all practical intents and 
purposes, by the resolutions of last 
year? In the minute of 1812, all 
the charges against Dr. Dickson are 
decided on in lump ; he is pronounc- 
ed guilty of- a number of gross mis* 
tatementa ; heis-called on to express 
contrition ; and doomed to degrada- 
tion if he-do not, In the resolution* 
of last year, each charge is separate- 
ly decided on ; Dr. Dickson is ho- 
nourably acquitted of all the princi- 
pal ones; in a few points of minor 
importance he is stated tp have err- 
ed; but nothing like wilful error is 
imputed : and instead of degradation 
bejag inflicted on him, regret is ex- 
pressed for the harsh treatment he 
had received from former Synods. 
Do (tot these resolutions render the 
former minute a dead ieue**-mere 
waste paper! I am aware that an 
txprtss repeal would have been an 
additional mortification to one party ; 
but would it have done any real 
good to the other ? Let It also be 
recollected, .that this d'jscnsswn had 
already occupied, aimott exclusive- 
ly, threeof the foot days allotted by 
the Synod to despatch of business ; 
andeKly Saturday remained, for-the 
consideration of bills, overtures, and 
aftair* of the widow's fund. In fact, 
two important motions were, in the 
sptju«f, ne*e»ati*y pestponed till 



next year. For these reasons, the 
wish *f Dr. Black seemed to be the 
general wish of the house ; and Mr. 
Porter felt himself called on to ac- 
cede to it, particularly as the point 
yielded was«one6f were form. For 
the purpose, however, of removing 
from himself the imputation of incon- 
sistency, be declared publicly hrs o- 
pinion, that in order to give regular- 
ity to the proceedings, the minute 
ol 1812 ought to be repealed. 

Nor was this all. The next day, 
when Dr. Dickson's apology came 
to be discussed, he took that oppor- 
tunity of making a similar declara- 
tion* These are the facts ot the 
case. Let any member of Synod 
sign his real name to a contradiction 
of the particulars here stated, and I 
am willing to forfeit all claim to 
vetacity, if I do pot prove them to 
ba true If Mr. Porter were not a 
man less solicitous about forms than 
substance, he would have had his 
reasons for not bringing forward the 
motion of recission, inserted in the 
minutes. Observer has shown him- 
self capable of denying a transaction 
which took place in open Synod ; 
but he would -hardly have done so, 
had it been entered on record. This, 
however, is perfectly in character. 
There was no ''specific motion." 
It was only " conversation*" 

Your correspondent presumes, that 
Mr, Porter's reason for not bringing 
forward his intended motion was, 
that he saw the' sense of the bouse 
in opposition to his views, and that 
he could not reasonably entertain a 
hope of carrying it. -The sense of 
the house in opposition to his views ( 
The bouse had concurred in every 
resolution proposed by him, but 
one ; and on that one, bis opponents 
had evaded its decision. I admit, 
that from the pressure of other busi- 
ness, the house did not wish this mo- 
tion to be urged ; but had he chosen, 
to urge it, it must have been carried. 
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It was a plain corollary from the re- 
solutions passed : but had it been 
plainer if possible than it was, it 
would no doubt have been opposed 
by certain individuals who have es- 
tablished their reputation as wrang- 
lers. On this subject I need say no 
more. " An Actor" has completely 
settled it. 

Near the commencement of his 
letter. Observer make* an nvowal of 
charity ; and declares, " that un- 
less in the fas* of glaring profligacy, 
he is very Cautions indeed of suppose 
ing that a man has not arted a con- 
scientious 1 part." S<> touch' fur this 
gentleman's profession : Now for bis 
practice. In a subsequent paragraph 
be represents Mr. Porter's conduct 
in bringing forward" the vote of disa* 
vowal, as flowing, not from consci- 
entious rhotivesy but from the un- 
worthy wish «' of gaining a signal 
triumph over Dr. Black/' What an 
admirable specimen of candour and 
consistency ! The disguise of " An 
Observer'' has not screened the per-" 
son assuming it from general recogw 
nition : Ms feelings towards Mr. 
Porter cannot be supposed to be of 
the most complacent kind ; and the 
imputation Which he has here level- 
led against that gentleman, is uni- 
versally despised, as the acrimonious 1 
effusion of mortified' malignity. 

Observer' goes on tosayyihfat (, MrV 
Porter argued iH, if he supposed, 
that Dr. Black Would' be foolish e- 
nougn to insist that the'Synod should 
fathi-r his publication ;" ami- " that 
it was ridiculous to suppose the mem- 
bers of Synod disposed to take ilie 
responsibility of it on thenvselves ;" 
or "that the Doctor should desire 
them' 10 do so." It would indeed 
have bf-en foolish in Dr. Black, to 
desire the Synod 1 to father his state- 
ment, when they had done so al- 
ready. At least if they had not fo> 
tbtred, they had certainty stood as 
god-fathers- for 1 it. They had pro* 



mised and vowed great things in its 
name, and had ushered it into the 
world with all the eclat their coun- 
tenances could give.' They had heard 
the statement most distinctly deliver- 
ed ; they had discussed its merits at 
great length ; they had returned Dr. 
Black hearrv thanks for it by the 
mouth of their moderator; they bad 
formally and officially requested him 
to have it published ; had ordered 
twenty conies of it to be sent to 
each member, and engaged to de- 
fray the expences of publication. 
And in the body of his book, page 
53, the Doctor had taken care to in- 
form the world, that * his statement 
was honoured bv the approbation of 
the Synod " If these circumstances 
did not give the stamp of Synodicat 
sanction to the publication in quest- 
tion, I resign all claim - to common 
sense. Now, When the Synod was 
afterwards convinced, that the state- 
ment to which they had thus incon* 
siderately given their sanction, was 
a tissue of fallacious arguments, un- 
constitutional principles, and false 
representations : did not a regard to 
their own character impeiiously call 
on them to withdraw that sanction, 
and to 1 withdraw it formally and ex- 
pressly ? If the slightest doubt ex*- 
rated- as to their responsibility, that 
doubt they were bound to removed 

Observer's special pleading on this 
point is not worthy of an answer. 
His radical principle is this, that by 
no act whatever, can one person 
pledge himself for the accuracy ov 
veracity of another. The Statement 
to be sure did not emanate original- 
ly from the Synod-; but the Synod 
had subsequently given it the une* 
quivoeal sanction of their approval. 

" Formerly," says Observer, " the 
Synod frequently asked the mode- 
rator to publish his sermon ; but when 
published, the Synod 'never consider- 
ed themselves 1 responsible* for any of 
its contents." The very reverse is 
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the truth. Though the «ermo ns alluded 
to wanted many of the stamps of Sy- 
nodicat sanction affixed to Dr. Black's 
Statement, ^et the Synod were so 
conscious that the mere request to 
publish incurred responsibility, at 
least solar as their credit was con- 
cerned, that, for this very reason a- 
vowedly, ihey entered into a formal 
resolution never to make such re- 
quests in future; and for twenty 
years past, they have not asked a 
moderator to publish his sermon; 
and ' will ? not do it, I venture to pre- 
dict^ for an* hwndred years to come. 

Observer goes on to say '* that had 
the publication in question contain- 
ed a libel against the Government, 
13ri Black alone must have been the 
auf&rer in case of prosecution." The 
publication contains, I believe, .no 
libel aga inst ■ the Government » but 
it *ontairis many libels and calum* 
nies^agains* an individuaL Wha. 
ther theanefnbew of Synod iwould 
have soflered for thesoj in case of 
prosecutMO, I cannot tell j but sure 
I am, that though their persons! and 
properties: might possibly have escap* 
edia a«ourt of law, yet their cha* 
racter and 'credit wouki have auffered 
severely In the estimatiun, o£ the 
worW, hsdthey not disavowed the 
book. But the Synod's character 
an A credit* < Observer and bis friends 
seem to <tbi»lc of very little conse- 
quence. In fact, it was admitted by 
all parties, 'in the debate which took 
place ot> the 'motion of disavowal, 
that th* Synod had staked its repu- 
tation on tiie pamphlet The asser- 
(ion- that it • bad not, is an after* 
tbevgbt of your correspondent, ad- 
vanced in order .to save the feelings 
of his friend, by. imposing en tlio 
public 

From the form of the minute en 
this subject, a person unacquainted 
with the facta, would be led to sup- 
pos*,thatthe moment the motion for 
disavowing the book was made. Dr. 



Black arose and superseded all dis- 
cussion, by taking the whole re- 
sponsibility on himself. No such 
thing. The Doctor was in.no haste 
to rise. He sat, though not, it must 
be supposed " on a, bed of ruses/* 
yet he sat in moody sitencefor up- 
wards of an hour j whilst Mr. Por- 
ter, Mr. Montgomery, Mr. Henry, 
Dr. Patrick, and others, ranged 
through his whole book, and almost 
literally tore it in pieces. At length, 
when the general feeling on the sub- 
ject was but. too plainly dissevered, j 
when be found that not one, of his 
most devoted followers had tjbe har- 
dihood to attempt a defence<of jihe 
passages attacked 5 when in^their 
continued stillness • and > cherries* 
looks he read the sorrowful acknow- 
ledgment, V Alas ! there is, no help 
in us,'' he stowly arose, apd made 
the beart-wrung declaration record- 
ed in the minutes, -So that; if iD*« 
Black, as Observer isays, ■' was not 
foolish enough to. suppose, that the. 
responsibility for has book- rested, ,on> 
the.Synod,'' bejwasiat Jeast tardy 
enough in taking it on hjnjfself. 

Vour car respoodeot,' seems tothink 
that this whole business, bus .tended, 
just where it commenced jifwdt^t 
the redemption of the Sy nod's, cha- 
racter from disgrace ftvaiileth jio- 
thing, whilst Dkkson, , the, .worse, 
than Jew is allowed to pass unpun- 
ished., lie charges the last Syrjod 
with deliberate folly, for not nuniah? 
ing him when they rejected his, apor 
logy ; and says that themaQw stands 
thus : •' ft is.tr ue we, have #endemn- 
ed Dr. Dickson, but we have foupd 
him such a stiffi unyielding k*nd <$ 
man, that we will not have any thing 
farther to say to him." Now /say 
the matter stands thus: "It is true 
our resolutions impute error to Dr„ 
Dickson in three cases. In one of 
these cases he has made an apple 
and candid acknowledgment; in 
the other (wo, he still thinks he is 
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right, and many of our own body 
think the same. His declaration we 
cannot possibly approve of, because 
it is at variance with our recorded o- 
piniotis. But, how are we to act ? 
Our resolutions do not impute to him 
wilful error. And shall we censure 
a man lor honestly differing from us 
in opinion, for not acknowledging 
errors which he thinks he has 
not committed ? No. We do not 
pretend to infallibility. We are 
a party in the case, and our decision, 
however sincere, may be erroneous. 
The matter is now before the pub- 
lic. Let it decide between Dr. Dick- 
son and us." This is the true expo- 
sition of the Synod's sentiments. 
And let roe tell Observer before we 
part, that the members of the last 
Synod were so thoroughly satisfied 
that Dr. Dickson was a man, " more 
sinned against than sinning," that 
even if he had been chargeable with 
something worse than simple error, 
they would hare thought it hard that 
he should be punished, while the 
persons, by whom, according to the 
spirit of their own recent resolutions, 
he had been insulted, persecuted and 
calumniated, were allowed to remain 
unpunished. 

Observer, in his second letter, 
proves, that Dr. Black did not vote 
for quashing the discussion relative 
to Dr. Dickson in limine, from the 
fact that Dr. William Neilsoo was 
the mover of the amendment to that 
purpose. This argument 1 hand 
over to " An Actor," as furnishing 
materials for another syllogism. Ob- 
server's obstinate repetition of his 
niistatements has extorted these re- 
marks. Your's, &c. 

Feb. 2d, 1814. Verus. 






T» the Preprietert of the Belfast Magaxlnt. 

Gbntlemen, 

N your Magazine for January, 
A Burgher Seceder" has pub- 



lished what he calls a defence of 
the conduct of that body in grant- 
ing a supply of preaching to some 
members of the congregation of 
Clare, who dissented Irom Mr. A- 
dams, and the Synod of Ulster. 

From ihe indeterminate manner 
in which it had been mentioned in 
a former number of your justly es- 
teemed Magazine, that the spirit of 
obstinacy and illiberality had been 
fostered by Seceders, I conceived it 
proper to to tell the world what 
class of Seceders had interfered. 
If their conduct should meet with 
the approbation of the enlightened 
and liberal, I was sorry they should 
be deprived of it. If blame, — I 
thought they had the best right to 
bear it. 

At the same time I did transiently 
express my most unqualified disap- 
probation of their conduct; and the 
more I reflect upon the atfair, the 
more fixed am I in my opinion, that 
thedissenting members of Clare act- 
ed like " hot-headed bigots," and the 
Burghers who supplied them with 
preaching; in " an unchristian. like 
and illiberal manner;" nor has ail the 
sophistry employed by "A Burgher 
Seceder," to make the matter appear 
specious, been able to make me 
change that opinion. Indeed, had 
the defence, so named, not been 
signed •■' A Burgher Seceder," [ 
should have been templed to believe 
it came from the pen of a Jesuit; 
such a striking similarity does the 
whole, tenor of it bear to the sophis- 
tical quibbling usually employed by 
that order, to varnish a bad cause. 
His displeasure that the aliair has 
met the public eye, under pre- 
tence that it has been misrepresent- 
ed ; bis descanting upon the fideli. 
ty and moral character of the Burgh- 
er ministers, forgetting that self- 
praise is not to be esteemed honour- 
able commendation, and that their 
character, as to these qualities, was 



